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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to Remarks, filed 01/08/2007. 

2. Claims 1-72 are pending. Claims 1 and 27 are independent and have been 
amended. Claims 73-90 have been canceled. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/08/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 01/08/2007, with respect to claims 1- 
72 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 35 USC 103(a) of claims 1V72 
has been withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
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5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Regarding claims 1 and 27, the following is the analysis that was performed: 
Does the claimed invention fall within a §101 judicial exception - law of nature, natural 
phenomena or abstract idea? Yes, the claimed limitations describe an algorithmic 
process, and thus correspond to an abstract idea. Does the claimed invention cover a 
§101 judicial exception, or practical application by producing a physical transformation 
or a tangible result? No. The final step is the "automatically determining whether the at 
least one provision applies to the claim..." which is neither a physical transformation nor 
a tangible result. Thus claim 1 is non-statutory under §101. 

Claims 2-26 and 28-72 are rejected for failing to cure the deficiencies of their respective 
parent non-statutory claims. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 1-72 would be allowable if the claims were rewritten to overcome the 
above 35 U.S.C. 101 non-statutory rejections. 
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Claims 1 and 27 would be allowable since the recite a method of processing a 
claim comprising receiving information corresponding to a context free grammar 
expression of at least one provision governing claim adjudication, receiving information 
corresponding to a claim, calculating a score representing a confidence that the 
received information corresponding to the claim includes sufficient information to identify 
a provider and a member, determining if the calculated score exceeds an auto- 
adjudication threshold, and if so, automatically determining whether the at least one 
provision applies to the claim based on the received information corresponding to the 
context free grammar expression of the at least one provision and the received 
information corresponding to the claim. Peterson et al. (6,343271 B1) teach an 
adjudicating system where the health care provider is able to download a form to 
prepare claims; the form is used to adjudicate the claims. Where the information 
pertaining to the claims is inputted and the information is supplied to the auto- 
adjudication system by a set rules based on criteria set by the insurer (col. 8, lines 16- 
20 and col. 9, lines 20-36). Trower II et al. (6,922,810) teach using a context free 
grammar to create an expression for input to a database information retrieval system 
(col. 5, lines 35-44). Peterson et al. in view of Trower II et al. do no teach nor fairly 
suggest calculating a score representing a confidence that the received information 
corresponding to the claim includes sufficient information to identify a provider and a 
member, determining if the calculated score exceeds an auto-adjudication threshold 
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and if so, automatically determining whether the at least on provision applies to the 
claim. 

Claims 2-26 and 28-72 would be allowable since they depend from the above 

claims. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas E. Shortledge whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7612. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571)272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 09/833,097 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2626 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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